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himself and his family throughout the year"; and Mr. C. J%
O'Donnell, who quotes him,1 sums up an Ope?i Letter, recently
written by him, by the final verdict that "the ray at will remain
the most pathetic figure in the British Empire, for his masters
have ever been unjust to him."

And so cautious, if warm-hearted, a critic, as Dr. Macnicol,
who speaks from the intimate knowledge wh'ch a lifetime as
Presbyterian missionary in India has given him, does not
hesitate to say: "It is not that we have not won the hearts of
this people; we have not even satisfied their hunger. Whether
or not the country as a whole, as some maintain, is growing
richer, there can be little question that for the great mass of
its inhabitants distress and hunger are no farther from them
to-day than they were of old. The one aim that Britain sets
before herself in the government of lands like India and
Egypt is the bringing to them of a material content. If she has
failed to accomplish that, she can boast of no success. And
certainly in India she has not succeeded."2

REACTION AND  COUNTERACTION  (1859-1879)

I do not propose at this point to pursue further the economic
issues to which our considerations have imperceptibly led us.
Here all that is required is to establish the fact of the new
turn which things took after the Mutiny, and to explain just
how and why evolution, once having taken a wrong turn,

1 In Why India is Rebellious. Privately printed In 1930, In the Rawal
Pindi district, he says (speaking of the 1907 riots), that the land tax
there had been put up by 65 per cent, m forty years! Mr. O'Donnell
was for thirty years a member of the I.C.S., he is an ex-Commissioner
of Bengal and an ex-M.?,, and his witness cannot be set aside; it
confirms only the other English witnesses, whom I quote: and in this
matter I liave preferred to quote only such.
a The Makmg of Modern India, Oxford, 1924, p. 7,